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Applicant(s) 

DE WET, PIERRE JACOBUS 



Art Unit 

1761 



THE REPLY FILED 27 October 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore^ further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this applSo^^ A orooer 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment wh^h placi 



a) Kl 

b) □ 



PERIOD FOR RFPi Y [check either a) or b)] 



The period for reply expires 5.months from the mailing date of the final rqection. 

The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the fin^ r^ection whichever is later In no 
ONLY STkkVT^ IS BOV^^^^^^ ^'^ ''^ °f the nnal rejection. " " 

?06^7(f) MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

have£^"fll^l1hl"Tr7 ''^ ""'^"^ T^^' ^-^^^^^^ °" ^^'^'^ P^««°" ""d^^ 37 CFR 1 .136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

have been fited is the d^e for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The apprTpriate e^en^on f^ u^er 

Z r • / I ^"^^"^"^^ <^ ^ ^"P'^^*'"" '■^'^ °^ s^^onened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office ^Mon rraTrsrfortMn 
Sin^Tat^tradJur:?^^^^^^^ 

1. n A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a). or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifvinq the 
issues for appeal; and/or >yi>iyu,y uns 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

3. n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

ip^So'n'rr™,^ fofiL^sr rsss' 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. a For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: _. 

Claim(s) rejected: . . 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. a The drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Infonnation Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 

10. D Other: 



S^v/«ev\[/\lc,A<;l'Q.vA 



^^ ' JCZ Ci fc I. * . , *' ; 1 » ; 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) 
10/090,024 



Application No. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: of the reasons of record Also it is not sufficient 
to argue for entry of amendments after Final Rejection that the amendments are supported by the specification.Unless the languaqe was 
previously recited, language added to the claims for the first time after Final (such as the phrase "scorched" and that theres is a messao 
directed to the consumer) are new issues and are not enterable.lt has been urged that Mooney does not have a message for the 
consumer. This is not convincing. Certainly indicia which indicates origin, character and maturation date are messages for the 
consumer.. " 
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